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A judge may not generally exercise jurisdiction beyond the territorial limits within which he or she is authorized to act 
as a judicial officer, and thus, a judge cannot exercise judicial authority in a case pending in a court outside the limits 
of his or her territorial jurisdiction unless expressly authorized to do so. 


As a general rule, a judge may not exercise jurisdiction beyond the territorial limits within which he or she is authorized to act 
as a judicial officer. | Accordingly, a judge ordinarily has authority to preside only over cases pending in the judicial district 


or circuit in which the judge serves.” 


While it has been held that a judge cannot ordinarily try and determine causes pending in his or her own judicial district while 


physically out of such district,” it has also been held that a judge who presided over the trial of a case had jurisdiction to hear 
the arguments of parties' counsel regarding posttrial motions and to determine the merits of those motions, by telephone, while 


the judge was outside of the state, which procedures were agreed to by the parties.“ 


Although the general rule is that a judge cannot exercise judicial authority in a case pending in a court outside the limits of 
his or her territorial jurisdiction,’ statutory or constitutional provisions authorizing the temporary assignment of a judge to a 
court other than that for which he or she was selected frequently provide that the judge of one county, circuit, or district may 


be assigned to hear and determine cases pending in another county, circuit, or district.’ Moreover, a circuit court judge who 
followed a transferred criminal prosecution outside the circuit after a change of venue in the case, without obtaining an order 
of temporary assignment from chief justice as required by the governing statute, has been held to have de facto authority to 
preside over the case in the other circuit, the rationale being that the lack of an official assignment of a visiting judge to another 


circuit by the chief justice does not deprive the court of subject matter jurisdiction.® 
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On the other hand, a search warrant issued for execution within a judicial circuit by a circuit judge of another judicial circuit 


has been held invalid, notwithstanding any alleged exigent circumstances or the officer's good faith, where the judge has no 


constitutional or statutory authority to act outside the judicial circuit absent an appointment by the chief justice. 


Federal district judges. 


9 


A federal district judge, while appointed to act in a certain designated district, is nevertheless a United States judge with full 


authority to act wherever designated in any state or territory of the United States. 19 
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